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ENTROPY MAXIMIZERS FOR KINETIC WAVE EQUATIONS SET ON TORI

MIGUEL ESCOBEDO, PIERRE GERMAIN, JOONHYUN LA, AND ANGELIKI MENEGAKI

Abstract. We consider the kinetic wave equation, or phonon Boltzmann equation, set on the torus
(physical system set on the lattice). We describe entropy maximizers for fixed mass and energy; our
framework is very general, being valid in any dimension, for any dispersion relation, and even including
the quantum kinetic wave equation. Of particular interest is the presence of condensation in certain
regimes which we characterize.

1. Introduction

1.1. Wave turbulence on lattices. The central idea in wave turbulence theory is that nonlinear
wave equations are amenable to a kinetic description in a regime characterized by weak nonlinearity
and turbulence. The application of this idea to Hamiltonian equations set on lattices Z

d has recently
enjoyed renewed interest to approach questions such as energy transport or heat conduction in anhar-
monic crystals through oscillator chain models see [CRZ05, Gal07, Dha08, Lep16, LLP03], for the wave
turbulence approach in [LS08, ALS06] and a comprehensive review on the wave turbulence approach,
see [OLDC23] and references therein.

Following this idea leads to a nonlinear kinetic equation, known as the kinetic wave equation, or
phonon Boltzmann equation, on nonnegative functions defined on the torus1

T
d = R

d/(2πZ)d.

We will not focus on the equation itself here, but rather on its conserved and monotone quantities. The
conserved quantities are the mass M and energy E

M(f) =

ˆ

Td

f(p) dp, E(f) =

ˆ

Td

ω(p)f(p) dp.

(f is always assumed to be integrable and nonnegative). Here, ω is a nonnegative function on the
torus given by the dispersion relation for the linear part of the Hamiltonian system at hand - we will
come back shortly to its physical origin and give some examples. The monotone quantity is the entropy,
whose definition depends on whether the nonlinear wave equation is classical or quantized, see [Spo06b].
The classical and quantum entropy are given by

Hcl(f) =

ˆ

Td

ln f(p) dp, Hqu(f) =

ˆ

Td

[(1 + f(p)) ln(1 + f(p))− f(p) ln f(p)] dp

respectively.
Since the energy and mass are conserved but the entropy increases, it is natural to expect that

attractors of the dynamics will be the maximizers of the entropy for fixed energy and mass ; the aim of
this note is to describe them. These maximizers should be the key to the dynamics of the homogeneous
equation but also its hydrodynamic limit, as is the case for the Boltzmann equation.

1.2. The dispersion relation. Neglecting anharmonic terms and demanding translation invariance,
we are led to a Hamiltonian of the form

H(p, q) =
1

2

∑

n∈Zd

p2n +
1

2

∑
α(m− n)qmqn,

1This means that we are focusing here on the space-homogeneous case, which corresponds to statistical invariance by
translation at the level of the Hamiltonian equation

1
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where p and q are real functions on the lattice, and α is even and real-valued. This yields the dynamical
equation

d2

dt2
qn = −

∑
α(m− n)qm(t),

or, after taking the Fourier transform q̂(p) =
∑

n∈Zd qne
in·p, where p ∈ T

d,

d2

dt2
q̂(t, p) = α̂(p)q̂(t, p)

Thus, α(p) ≥ 0 is a necessary stability condition and the dispersion relation is given by

ω(p) =

√
α̂(p).

We now review some examples of dispersion relation: nearest neighbor interactions, which are stan-
dard, but also long range interactions.

• Nearest neighbor interaction without pinning corresponds to the discrete Laplacian, or in other
words

α(n) =





2d if n = 0

−1 if |n| = 1

0 otherwise

, giving ω(p) = 2

√√√√
d∑

k=1

sin
(pk
2

)2

• Nearest neighbor interaction with pinning is obtained by adding to α in the previous example
ω2
0δ0,n (Kronecker delta). This gives

ω(p) =

√√√√ω2
0 + 4

d∑

k=1

sin
(pk
2

)2

• For next to nearest neighbor interaction, with or without pinning, the dispersion relation is
given by √√√√ω2

0 + 2

d∑

k=1

sin
(pk
2

)4

with ω0 ≥ 0 ([Spo06b, Luk16]).
• A typical example of long range interaction is provided by α(n) = |n|−δ. For simplicity, we
assume that there is no pinning

∑
α(n) = 0 and that the decay condition d < δ < d + 2 holds

(it would not be hard to consider more general situations, but would lead to distinguishing more
cases). By Poisson summation, one finds that ω(p) is smooth except at zero where

ω(p) ∼ |p|
δ−d
2 .

We will henceforth assume the dispersion relation ω to be continuous and taking its maximal and
minimal value on a set of measure zero - both assumptions could be easily relaxed, but they allow for
cleaner statements and proofs.

Since ω ≥ 0 and by the homogeneity of the problem, we will furthermore assume that

(1.1) min
Td

ω = a ≥ 0, max
Td

ω = 1.

It follows from (1.1) that for any non negative bounded measure λ on T
d,

(1.2) aM(λ) ≤ E(λ) ≤ M(λ)

and this is then a necessary condition on any pair M, E to be the mass and energy of some non negative,
bounded measure λ.
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1.3. Relaxing the maximization problem. Writing the Euler-Lagrange equation for the constrained
maximization of the entropy with fixed mass and energy leads to the Rayleigh-Jeans Rµ,ν and the Bose-
Einstein Bµ,ν equilibria in the classical and quantum cases respectively

(1.3) Rµ,ν(p) =
1

µω(p) + ν
, Bµ,ν(p) =

1

eµω(p)+ν − 1
.

We have Rµ,ν , Bµ,ν ≥ 0 if and only if

(1.4) either

{
ν ≥ 0

µ ≥ −ν
or

{
ν ≤ 0

µ ≥ −ν
a

.

However, it is shown below that, for certain choices of ω, there are values of M and E , satisfying
(1.2) for which there is no entropy maximizers of the form (1.3).

As it was observed first in [Ein25] for ideal Bose gases, the solution to this difficulty is to relax the
problem at hand by allowing general non negative measures as possible maximizers (cf. for example
[EMV05] for a detailed description). This leads to maximizers with singular parts, similar to the
Bose-Einstein distributions in presence of a condensate, for the Nordheim equation.

In order to set up our minimization problem rigorously for general measures, we decompose a non-
negative measure λ by the Radon-Nikodym theorem into a part which is absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure, and a part which is singular:

(1.5) dλ = f dp+ dλsing.

Following [DT84, EMV05], the definitions of the mass, energy and entropy can be extended to general
measures as follows




M(λ) =

ˆ

Td

dλ

E(λ) =

ˆ

Td

ω dλ





Hcl(λ) =

ˆ

Td

ln f(p) dp

Hqu(λ) =

ˆ

Td

[(1 + f(p)) ln(1 + f(p))− f(p) ln f(p)] dp

The definitions for the mass and energy are natural; as for the entropy of a general measure, we define
it to be equal to the absolutely continuous part of the measure. In heuristic terms, the logarithmic
growth of the entropy functional cancels the contribution of the singular part of the measure.

1.4. Main result. Note that

(1.6) for any λ, a ≤
E(λ)

M(λ)
≤ 1.

Defining

(1.7) α = a+ (2π)d
(
ˆ

Td

dp

ω − a

)−1

, β = 1− (2π)d
(
ˆ

Td

dp

1− ω

)−1

,

we see that
a ≤ α < β ≤ 1.

Furthermore, the first and second inequalities are equalities if and only if
´

dp
ω−a

= ∞ and
´

dp
1−ω

= ∞
respectively.

Theorem 1.1 (Maximizers of the classical entropy). We want to describe the maximizers of the entropy
Hcl over positive measures subject to the constraints M(f) = M0 and E(f) = E0.

(i) If α <
E0
M0

< β, the unique maximizer is the unique RJ equilibrium with this mass and energy.

(ii) If β ≤
E0
M0

< 1, maximizers are of the type Rµ,ν + λsing, where (µ, ν) are characterized by

{
M(Rµ,ν) =

M0−E0

1−β

E(Rµ,ν) = βM0−E0

1−β
,
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and λsing has mass 1
1−β

(E0 − βM0) and is supported on the set where ω is maximal.

(iii) If a <
E0
M0

≤ α, maximizers are of the type Rµ,ν + λsing with

{
M(Rµ,ν) =

M0−E0

1−α

E(Rµ,ν) = αM0−E0

1−α
.

Also λsing has mass and energy equal to 1
1−α

(E0 − αM0) and is supported on the set where ω is
maximal.

Theorem 1.2 (Maximizers of the quantum entropy). Let M0 and E0 ∈ (0,∞) be a given mass and
energy. We describe the maximizers of the entropy Hqu under the constraints that M(λ) = M0 and
E(λ) = E0. Let f± be two differentiable, increasing functions satisfying f+(0) = f−(0) = 0, with the
following linear asymptotic behavior as M → ∞:

f+(M) ≈ βM and f−(M) ≈ αM,

where α and β are defined in (1.7). We split into the following cases

(i) If f−(M0) < E0 < f+(M0), the unique maximizer is the unique Bose-Einstein equilibrium
distribution with this mass and energy. This corresponds to the interior of region S in Figure
3.1.

(ii) If f+(M0) ≤ E0 < M0, the maximizers have the form Rµ,ν + λsing and λsing are concentrated in
the regions where ω = 1. This corresponds to the gray region above the cone in Figure 3.1.

(iii) If aM0 < E0 ≤ f−(M0), an analogous statement as in (ii) holds with the maximizers being
Rµ,ν + λsing and λsing. This corresponds to the gray region below the cone in Figure 3.1.

Remark 1.3. If the maximizer is not an integrable function but rather comprises a pure point measure,
we say that condensation occurs. The above theorems give a characterization of dispersion relations
for which this is the case: it suffices to check whether

´

dp

ω(p)−minω
and
´

dp

maxω−ω(p)
are finite or not.

Applying this criterion to the examples of Section 1.2, we see that condensation occurs

• For nearest neighbor interaction without pinning, if d ≥ 2.
• For nearest neighbor interaction with pinning, if d ≥ 3.
• For long range interactions without pinning, if d < δ < d+ 2.
• For the next-to-nearest neighbor interaction without pinning, if d ≥ 3.

1.5. Discussion. In [Spo06b, Spo06a], the collisional invariants of the 4-phonon Boltzmann equation
were characterized for a large class of dispersion relations on R

d for d ≥ 2. Namely, under the assumption
that ω is smooth with bounded Hessian outside a manifold of codimension at least 1, it was shown
that the integrable collisional invariants are of the form µω(p) + ν, where µ, ν are constants. Then the
Rayleigh-Jeans distribution arises as a natural candidate for equilibrium because it is a solution to the
Boltzmann equation.

Here we rather characterize the equilibrium distribution constrained not only by the collisional in-
variants but also by the additional requirements on the initial mass and energy, which are the conserved
quantities. We conclude that these additional constraints might require, depending on the specific val-
ues of mass and energy, a singular part in the distribution. Our results reflect the interplay between the
dynamics (as captured by the collisional invariants in Spohn’s work) and the thermodynamic constraints
imposed on the equilibrium state.

For energies and masses such that the maximizer of the entropy is singular, it is natural to ask
whether such singularities can manifest dynamically in the Boltzmann equation. For initial conditions
aligned with such vales of energy and mass, non regular behaviors of the system could be expected. It
is not clear for example if global solutions with such initial data could still converge to these singular
maximizers of the entropy, or if the ergodicity would break down, in which case the entropy maximizer
would not necessarily correspond to the system’s attractor. In view of previous examples (like the wave
kinetic equation associated with the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, or the Nordheim equation for a
dilute homogeneous gas of bosons, [EV15]), finite time blow up and singularity formation could also be
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expected for suitable dispersion relations. And, in the context of microscopic FPUT chains, could this
correspond to a localization of energy in certain modes, (e.g. breathers), the emergence of coherent
structures? or an ergodicity breakdown?

2. The classical case

2.1. Rayleigh-Jeans equilibria with prescribed mass and energy. Recall that

α = a + (2π)d
(
ˆ

dp

ω − a

)−1

> a, β = 1− (2π)d
(
ˆ

dp

1− ω

)−1

< 1.

To know whether there exists a RJ equilibrium with given mass and energy, it suffices to compare
the quotient of the mass and energy to the thresholds α and β - this is the content of the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Given M0, E0 ∈ (0,∞), we want to understand whether a Rayleigh-Jeans (RJ) equilib-
rium Rµ,ν exists, which satisfies

(2.1) M(Rµ,ν) = M0, E(Rµ,ν) = E0.

(i) If α <
E0
M0

< β, then for any M0, E0 > 0, there exists a unique RJ equilibrium satisfying (2.1).

(ii) If
E0
M0

= β < 1 (which implies that

ˆ

dp

1− ω
< ∞), there exists a unique RJ equilibrium

satisfying (2.1). It is furthermore such that µ = −ν, ν > 0.

(iii) If
E0
M0

= α > a (which implies that

ˆ

dp

ω − a
< ∞), there exists a unique RJ equilibrium

satisfying (2.1). It is furthermore such that ν = −µa, µ > 0.

(iv) If
E0
M0

> β or
E0
M0

< α, there does not exist a RJ equilibrium satisfying (2.1).

Proof. We will denote M(µ, ν) = M(Rµ,ν). It follows from the identity

(2.2) µE(µ, ν) + νM(µ, ν) = (2π)d

that

E(µ, ν) =
1

µ
((2π)d − νM(µ, ν))

Parametrizing µ and ν as
µ = ρ cosϕ, ν = ρ sinϕ,

there holds

M(µ, ν)) =
1

ρ
M(cosϕ, sinϕ) =

1

ρ
M(ϕ), E(µ, ν)) =

1

ρ
E(cosϕ, sinϕ) =

1

ρ cosϕ
((2π)d−sinϕM(ϕ)).

One can then eliminate ρ and obtain that the equation (2.1) is equivalent to

E0
M0

=
(2π)d

cosϕM(ϕ)
− tanϕ,

or in other words
E0
M0

= F (tanϕ) with F (x) = (2π)d
(
ˆ

dp

ω + x

)−1

− x.

The allowed range for µ and ν in (1.4) translates into the restriction that

ϕ ∈ (ϕ∗,
3π

4
) with ϕ∗ = − arctan(a).

which means that
tanϕ ∈ (−∞,−1) ∪ (−a,∞).

There remains to compute the image of that set by F !
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First, we notice that F is strictly increasing since

F ′(x) =

1
(2π)d

´

dp
(ω+x)2(

1
(2π)d

´

dp
ω+x

)2 − 1 > 0

by Jensen’s inequality.
Thus, there remains to compute the value of F at the points −∞,−1,−a,∞.

• F (−a+) = a+ (2π)d
(
ˆ

1

ω − a
dp

)−1

. If
´

1
ω−a

< ∞, the limiting RJ equilibrium (correspond-

ing to ϕ → ϕ∗) has finite mass. It is given by ϕ = ϕ∗, or in other words ν = −aµ, µ > 0.

• F (−1−) = 1− (2π)d
(
ˆ

1

1− ω
dp

)−1

. If
´

1
1−ω

< ∞, the limiting RJ equilibrium (correspond-

ing to ϕ → 3π
4
) has finite mass. It is given by ϕ = 3π

4
or in other words µ = −ν, ν > 0.

• F (∞) =
I

(2π)d
, with I =

ˆ

ω dp. Indeed, we can expand

1

ω + x
=

1

x
−

ω

x2
+O∞(

1

x3
) so that

ˆ

dp

ω + x
∼

(2π)d

x
−

I

x2
+O∞

(
1

x3

)
.

We could have found this expression directly since the limit tanϕ → ∞ corresponds to the limit

ϕ → π
2
− or equivalently µ → 0+, in which case

E(R0,ν )

M(R0,ν)
= I

(2π)d
.

• F (−∞) =
I

(2π)d
since the expansion above remains valid as x → −∞. Here again, the limit

tanϕ → −∞ corresponds to the limit ϕ → π
2
+ or equivalently µ → 0−, in which case E(R0,ν)

M(R0,ν )
=

I
(2π)d

.

Therefore, we find that the image of (−∞,−1)∪(−a,∞) by F is (a, 1), which was the desired result. �

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. We start with a measure λ satisfying

M(λ) = M0, E(λ) = E0

which we decompose as in (1.5). Applying the inequality ln x ≤ x− 1 to f

Rµ,ν
and integrating gives

ˆ

ln f dp−

ˆ

lnRµ,ν dp ≤

ˆ

f(µω + ν) dp− (2π)d.

Starting from this inequality and using in addition that µω + ν ≥ 0 and the identity (2.2), we obtain

Hcl(λ) = Hcl(f) ≤ Hcl(Rµ,ν) +

ˆ

f(µω + ν) dp− (2π)d

≤ Hcl(Rµ,ν) +

ˆ

(µω + ν)(f dp+ dλsing)− µE(Rµ,ν)− νM(Rµ,ν).

By the mass and energy constraints on λ, this means that

(2.3) Hcl(λ) ≤ Hcl(Rµ,ν) + µ(E0 − E(Rµ,ν)) + ν(M0 −M(Rµ,ν)).

(i) Choosing µ and ν in the above equation such that E(Rµ,ν) = E0 and M(Rµ,ν) = M0 (which is
possible by Theorem 2.1 since α < E0

M0
< β) gives the desired result.

(ii) We choose µ and ν such that
{
E0 − E(Rµ,ν) = M0 −M(Rµ,ν)

E(Rµ,ν) = βM(Rµ,ν)
or equivalently

{
M(Rµ,ν) =

M0−E0

1−β

E(Rµ,ν) = βM0−E0

1−β
.
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Such µ and ν exist by Theorem 2.1, which gives furthermore that µ = −ν, with ν > 0. With this choice
of µ and ν, inequality (2.3) becomes Hcl(λ) ≤ Hcl(Rµ,ν).

Examining the equality case in the derivation of inequality (2.3), we see that necessarily f = Rµ,ν .
This implies that λsing is such that

{
M(λsing) = M0 −M(Rµ,ν) = M0 −

M0−E0

1−β
= 1

1−β
(E0 − βM0)

E(λsing) = E0 − E(Rµ,ν) = E0 − βM0−E0

1−β
= 1

1−β
(E0 − βM0).

Since the mass and energy of λsing are equal, it is necessarily supported on the set where ω takes the value
1. Conversely, such a measure µ achieves the maximum value for the entropy, namely Hcl(Rµ,ν). �

3. The quantum Case

3.1. Bose-Einstein equilibria with prescribed mass and energy.

Theorem 3.1. Given M0, E0, we want to understand whether a Bose-Einstein (BE) equilibrium Bµ,ν

exists which satisfies

(3.1) M(Bµ,ν) = M0, E(Bµ,ν) = E0.

(i) If

ˆ

dp

ω − a
=

ˆ

dp

1− ω
= ∞, then for any E0 and M0, there exists a unique (BE) equilibrium

satisfying (3.1).

(ii) If

ˆ

dp

ω − a
+

ˆ

dp

1− ω
< ∞, define the two parameterized curves in (M, E) space:

C+ = {(M(Bµ,ν), E(Bµ,ν)), (µ, ν) = (−t, t), t ∈ (0,∞)}

C− = {(M(Bµ,ν), E(Bµ,ν)), (µ, ν) = (t,−at), t ∈ (0,∞)}.

Both curves can be represented by a graph over the mass M:

C± = {(M, f±(M), M ∈ (0,∞).}

The functions f± are differentiable, increasing,

f+(0) = f−(0) and as M → ∞,

{
f+(M) ≈ αM

f−(M) ≈ βM

(recall that α and β are defined in (1.7)).
Let S be the subset of (M, E) bounded above by C+ and below by C−. Then there exists a (BE)

equilibrium satisfying (3.1) if and only if (M0, E0) ∈ S, and then it is unique.

For the sake of concision, the statement of the theorem only addresses the cases where both of
´

dp
ω−a

and
´

dp
1−ω

are finite or infinite, but the extension to the remaining cases is obvious.

Proof. (i) is the simpler case, thus it will be omitted and we focus on the second case.

(ii) We start by proving the desired properties of C+ and C−. First observe that the finiteness of
M(B−t,t) for some t is equivalent to the finiteness for any t, and also equivalent to the finiteness of
´

dp
1−ω

. Thus, the curves C+ and C− are well-defined.
Furthermore,

d

dt
M(B−t,t) =

d

dt

ˆ

dp

et−tω − 1
= −

ˆ

1− ω

(et−tω − 1)2
dp < 0

d

dt
E(B−t,t) =

d

dt

ˆ

ω dp

et−tω − 1
= −

ˆ

ω(1− ω)

(et−tω − 1)2
dp < 0

(also notice that the integrals above are finite if
´

dp
1−ω

< ∞), so that f+ is increasing, with a similar
argument for f−.
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On the one hand, if |µ|, |ν| → ∞, then M(B−t,t)+E(B−t,t) → 0, which implies that f+(0) = f−(0) =
0. On the other hand, if µ, ν → 0, then M(Bµ,ν) ≈ M(Rµ,ν) and E(Bµ,ν) ≈ E(Rµ,ν), which gives the
linear equivalents for f± at ∞.

We now consider the function

F (ρ, ϕ) = (M(Bµ,ν), E(Bµ,ν)), with

{
µ = ρ cosϕ

ν = ρ sinϕ

which, due to the restriction (1.4), is defined on the domain

D = {(ρ, φ), ρ > 0, ϕ ∈ [− arctan a,
3π

4
]}.

We claim that F is bijection from D to S, which is equivalent to the desired statement. Our argument
is as follows: consider the curves

Cϕ = {F (ρ, ϕ), ρ > 0}.

These curves originate in (0, 0) and go to ∞; obviously C 3π
4

= C+ and C− arctan a = C−. We claim that

they are ordered (Cφ above C′
ϕ for ϕ > ϕ′ and foliate S. To check that this is the case, we compute that

{
∂ρM(Bµ,ν) = − sinϕA− cosϕB

∂ρE(Bµ,ν) = − sinϕB − cosϕC,

{
∂ϕM(Bµ,ν) = ρ sinϕB − ρ cosϕA

∂ϕE(Bµ,ν) = ρ sinϕC − ρ cosϕB,

where

A =

ˆ

eµω+ν

(eµω+ν − 1)2
dp, B =

ˆ

eµω+νω

(eµω+ν − 1)2
dp, C =

ˆ

eµω+νω2

(eµω+ν − 1)2
dp.

We learn two things from these formulas. First, since ∂ρM(Bµ,ν) < 0 and ∂ρE(Bµ,ν) < 0), we deduce
that each Cϕ is the graph of E as an increasing function of M.

Second, we can compute the exterior product

∂ρF (ρ, ϕ)× ∂ϕF (ρ, ϕ) = AC − B2 > 0,

as follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. It has a constant sign, which means that ∂ϕF is always
pointing in the same direction compared to ∂ρF , and thus that the curves are ordered.

Finally, in the limit (µ, ν) → 0 or (E ,M) → ∞, everything converges to the classical case, which was
the object of the previous section.

Putting together the arguments above, we obtain the desired result, namely that the points in S are
exactly the mass and energy of Bose-Einstein condensates, and that there is a one-to-one correspondence
between points in S and Bose-Einstein condensates. �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof. Let a measure λ so that
M(λ) = M0, E(λ) = E0.

We remind that the entropy for a general measure λ decomposed as before as dλ = f dp+ dλsing is

Hqu(λ) =

ˆ

Td

[(1 + f) ln(1 + f)− f ln(f)] dp,

and this definition is motivated in the introduction.
We compute

Hqu(λ)−Hqu(Bµ,ν)

=

ˆ

[(1 + f) ln(1 + f)− f ln(f)] dp−

ˆ

[(1 +Bµ,ν) ln(1 +Bµ,ν)−Bµ,ν ln(Bµ,ν)] dp

=

ˆ

(1 + f) ln

(
1 + f

1 +Bµ,ν

)
+

ˆ

f ln

(
1 +Bµ,ν

f

)
−

ˆ

(1 +Bµ,ν) ln(1 +Bµ,ν)

+

ˆ

[Bµ,ν ln(Bµ,ν) + ln(1 +Bµ,ν)]
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M

E

E = M

E = aM

S

C+

C−

E = βM

E = αM

(M
(Bµ,ν

), E
(Bµ,ν

);µ
= −ν

)

(M
(B

µ,
ν
),
E
(B

µ,
ν
);
ν
=
−
aµ
)

Figure 3.1. For a given mass and energy, (M0, E0) ∈ S, the quantum entropy maximizer
is a regular Bose distribution Bµ,ν . In the remaining light gray regions, an additional
singular measure is needed to maximize the entropy. The dashed lines represent the
asymptotic with M behavior of the curves C±.

=

ˆ

{
(1 + f) ln

(
1 + f

1 +Bµ,ν

)
− f ln

(
f

Bµ,ν

)
− f ln e−µω(p)−ν +Bµ,ν ln

(
Bµ,ν

1 +Bµ,ν

)}
.

Now since 1 +Bµ,ν = Bµ,νe
µω(p)+ν , the right-hand side becomes

Hqu(λ)−Hqu(Bµ,ν)

=

ˆ

{
(1 + f) ln

(
1 + f

1 +Bµ,ν

)
− f ln

(
f

Bµ,ν

)}
+

ˆ

(µω(p) + ν)(f − Bµ,ν).

Now we examine the function ϕy(x) = (1+x) ln
(

1+x
1+y

)
−x ln

(
x
y

)
≤ 0 with strict inequality for x 6= y.

We compute ϕ′
y = ln

(
1+x
1+y

y

x

)
, which is zero if and only if x = y. This implies that

Hqu(λ) ≤ Hqu(Bµ,ν) +

ˆ

(µω(p) + ν)(f dp+ dλsing)− µE(Bµ,ν)− νM(Bµ,ν).

Or in other words, by the mass and energy constraints on λ,

(3.2) Hqu(λ) ≤ Hqu(Bµ,ν) + µ(E0 − E(Bµ,ν)) + ν(M0 −M(Bµ,ν)).

Now analogously with the classical case we have the following:

(i) If M0, E0 are so that f−(M0) < E0 < f+(M0) (for large masses M0, we recover the classical case
E0/M0 ∈ (α, β)), thanks to Theorem 3.1, we can choose the parameters µ, ν so thatM(Bµ,ν) = M0 and
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E(Bµ,ν) = E0. Then inserting this in the inequality (3.2), we immediately get that Hqu(λ) ≤ Hqu(Bµ,ν)
with equality if and only if λ = Bµ,ν .

(ii) If M0, E0 are so that f+(M0) ≤ E0, thanks to Theorem 3.1 we can choose µ, ν so that µ = −ν,
ν > 0 and

E(Bµ,ν) = f+(M(Bµ,ν)) and E0 − E(Bµ,ν) = M0 −M(Bµ,ν)

(the existence of a solution (µ, ν) to the above can be read off from Figure 3.2).
Then inequality (3.2) becomes Hqu(λ) ≤ Hqu(Bµ,ν) with equality when f = Bµ,ν . Since M(λsing) =

E(λsing), we should have
´

dλsing =
´

ω dλsing, meaning that the measure λsing is concentrated where
ω = 1.

(iii) Same argument holds in the remaining regime. �
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